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Analogous decisions have occasionally occurred elsewhere.18-
But prevailing opinions have preferred strict application of
divorce prohibitions imposed on the parties by their national
law.183 It must be admitted that by this strict application the
policy of permitting the dissolution of marriage appears
weaker than its counterpart, the policy of inseparability of
spouses.
(c) Separation. A further consequence of the nationality
principle is that separation from bed and board5 or judicial
or administrative separation of any other kind, except pro-
visional measures, depends upon the approval of such an
institution by the national law of the parties.184 Since, accord-
ing to present general opinion,18'5 the kind of separation
granted must also conform with the law of the forum, doubts
arise when each law has a form of limited divorce, but the
forms are not identical. The varieties are numerous indeed.186
But, apart from the very complicated problems caused in
Germany by the creation of a particular type of "dissolution
of the marital union" in the Civil Code of i896,187 problems
which disappeared in 1938 with the abolition of this un-
182 Rumania: PLASTARA, 7 Repert. 68 no. 192 notes decisions both ways.
Belgium: Divorce to two Catholic Austrians was granted by App. Liege
(Nov. 2, 1937) J. d.Tr. 1937, col. 672 no. 3512, 23 Bull. Inst. Beige (1937)
76 j 24 ibid. (1938) 52 j this decision joins several other Belgian manifestations
of a liberal policy stronger than the usual5 cf. infra, ns. 217-2195 222.
1S3 See, for instance, German RG, (Jan. 135 1936) 150 RGZ. 6i> Xouv, Revue
1937, 109; Belgium: Cass. (March 9, 1882) Pasicrisie 1832.1.625 cf. POULLET
487 no. 377 and the foregoing notes 179 and iSo.
184 See for the late law of Brazil: JOSE F. MANSUR GUERIOS, "Desquite por
mutuo consentimento," 53 Rev. Jur. Bras. (1941)  H3> 114-
185 Under the former pure theory of national law, the Trib. civ. Bruxelles
(May 8, 1908) Pand. Per. 1908.604 granted a separation on the mutual agree-
ment of the parties according to the foreign law unsupported by the Belgian law.
186 See for comparative legislation, ROGUIN, i Traite de droit civil compare^
le Mariage (1904) 237; BERGMANN, 2 Rechtsvergl. Handworterb. 723.
187 Cf.  RAAPE   381;   3   FRANKENSTEIN   474 j   cf.  also   3   FRANKENSTEIN
468. See LEWALD, 57 Recueil 1936 III 313 on the decisions of the highest
Dutch and Swiss courts.